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1
INTEGRATION OF FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS
AND COMMON PATH PESSIMISM REMOVAL
IN STATIC TIMING ANALYSIS

BACKGROUND

The present invention relates to static timing analysis of an
integrated circuit design, and more specifically, to integration
of functional analysis and common path pessimism removal
in static timing analysis.

Timing analysis is performed during the various stages of
digital integrated circuit design to ensure that timing require-
ments are met in every portion of the resulting integrated
circuit or chip. Many known tests (e.g., setup test, hold test)
may be performed as part of the timing analysis. The tests
examine the worst-case scenario in most cases. Thus, for
example, the setup test determines if the late mode arrival
time at the input of a data node of a device is still earlier than
the early mode arrival time at the clock node so that the data
is captured correctly. Common path pessimism (CPP) is a
source of pessimism or unnecessary timing penalty in timing
analysis tests. CPP refers to the difference between the mini-
mum and maximum delay (early mode and late mode) when
two delays that are compared have a path in common. Early
mode and late mode arrival times and delays result from
variations in chip and environmental conditions. When the
delay through a common path is computed assuming early
mode in one case (e.g., for arrival time at the data node) and
late mode in the other case (e.g., for arrival time at the clock
node), the resulting test outcome is unnecessarily pessimistic,
because two different chip or environmental conditions are
assumed for the same path. In the case of a setup test, for
example, if an edge (path) from the source node to the data
node is the same as an edge from the source node to the clock
node, then the early mode delay through that edge is consid-
ered for purposes of determining early mode arrival time at
the clock node but the late mode delay through that same edge
is considered for purposes of determining late mode arrival
time at the data node. That is, different delays are assumed
(with respect to each destination) for the same edge. Common
path pessimism removal (CPPR) is a technique for adjusting
timing slack (crediting some time back to the edge) to account
for the CPP associated with the edge.

SUMMARY

Embodiments include a method, system, and computer
program product to integrate functional analysis and common
path pessimism removal (CPPR) in static timing analysis.
Aspects include determining, using a processor, initial path
slack for a path for a given timing analysis test; comparing,
using the processor, the initial path slack with a threshold
value to determine if the path passes or fails the given timing
analysis test; and based on the path failing the given timing
analysis test, performing the functional analysis on the path
only based on performing the CPPR on the path, or perform-
ing the CPPR on the path only based on a result of performing
the functional analysis on the path.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The subject matter which is regarded as the invention is
particularly pointed out and distinctly claimed in the claims at
the conclusion of the specification. The forgoing and other
features, and advantages of the invention are apparent from
the following detailed description taken in conjunction with
the accompanying drawings in which:
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2

FIG. 11is ablock diagram of a system according to embodi-
ments;

FIG. 2 depicts an exemplary circuit to which embodiments
discussed herein are applied;

FIG. 3 is a process flow of a method of integrating func-
tional analysis with CPPR according to an embodiment;

FIG. 4 is a process flow of method of integrating functional
analysis with CPPR according to another embodiment;

FIG. 5 illustrates an exemplary hold test that may be per-
formed according to embodiments.

FIG. 6 illustrates determination of post-common path pes-
simism removal (CPPR) path slack according to embodi-
ments.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The verification of timing and functionality of a chip
design involves a number of different types of tests. As noted
above, timing analysis tests may consider both early mode
and late mode delay through the same edge, thereby giving
rise to CPP. CPPR is a technique used to adjust timing slack
(and, thus, the timing test result) to account for the CPP.
Specifically, some positive timing slack is given to the path to
account for the pessimism relating to assuming both an early
mode and a late mode for the same path. Depending on the
type of test being conducted, CPPR may be performed on a
path-by-path basis. One example of such a test is a hold test.
Aholdtestis atype of functional analysis that examines arace
condition between an early mode data arrival time and a late
mode clock arrival time at a flip-flop (latch). A negative slack
indicates that the data may not remain stable for capture.
However, if the hold test indicates a negative slack that is due
to a non-inverting feedback path (i.e., a non-inverter in the
path from a latch output back to the latch input), then a “don’t
care” condition is created whereby the negative slack may be
ignored. This is because the non-inverting path does not
change the data value of the flip-flop in any case. As a result,
while CPPR is performed on a path-by-path basis, some of the
paths in a hold test (non-inverting feedback paths) do not
require the slack adjustment due to CPP. Prior techniques
separately performed the functional analysis and CPPR and
identified these paths with timing tags. However, the process
of'adding the timing tags uses overhead resources just as the
process of performing CPPR uses resources. Embodiments of
the systems and methods detailed herein relate to integrating
the CPPR process with results of functional analysis to elimi-
nate unnecessary CPPR implementation or unnecessary func-
tional analysis. While hold control is discussed as a specific
example of a type of functional analysis that lends itselfto the
filtering based on path-by-path CPPR implementation, the
hold control test is only used for explanatory purposes. The
embodiments detailed herein relate to any form of functional
analysis that can be performed on a path-by-path basis.

FIG. 1 is a block diagram of a system 100 according to
embodiments of the invention. The system 100 includes a
processing system 110 used to design an integrated circuit
and the resulting physical implementation of the integrated
circuit 120. The system 100 includes additional known com-
ponents that perform functions such as, for example, obtain-
ing measurements from the integrated circuit 120 that are
provided to the processing system 110 as needed. The pro-
cessing system 110 includes one or more memory devices
115 and one or more processors 125. The memory device 115
stores instructions implemented by the processor 125. As
further discussed below, these instructions include processes
used to perform filtered CPPR or integrated functional analy-
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sis and CPPR. According to the embodiments detailed below,
the memory device 115 may additionally store the functional
analysis results.

FIG. 2 depicts an exemplary circuit 200 to which embodi-
ments discussed herein are applied. FIG. 2 shows a flip-flop
210 with two feedback paths, an inverting path 215 and a
non-inverting path 225. The inverting path 215 includes
inverter 240, and the non-inverting path 225 includes a
NAND gate 220 followed by an inverter 230. A third path 235
provides one of the inputs A to the NAND gate 220. While the
input at path 235 and the inverting path 215 could inject a new
value in the flip-flop 210, the non-inverting path 225 will not
inject a new value in the flip-flop 210 if this signal reaches the
multiplexer (mux) 250 first. This is the reason that the non-
inverting path 225 generates a “don’t care” condition.
Whether this data remains stable long enough to capture the
data or not (i.e., whether the hold condition is satisfied or not)
is irrelevant because the value is unchanged from the existing
data value in the flip-flop 210. As a result, even if there is
negative slack in this path 225 (i.e., early mode data arrival
time is less than the late mode clock arrival time at the flip-
flop 210), CPPR is not needed to adjust the timing slack,
because the timing slack is not relevant to the correct opera-
tion of the flip-flop 210.

FIG. 3 is a process flow of a method of integrating func-
tional analysis with CPPR according to an embodiment. Mul-
tiple tests may be analyzed, as indicated by FIG. 3, to account
for multiple clocks tested against the same data node, or to
account for multiple timing tags arriving at the same clock
and/or data nodes, for example. Further, multiple paths may
be considered for a given test based on more than one path
traversing from a primary input source node to the data node
or clock node of the given test. The worst result (lowest slack
value) among the paths may be retained so that the timing
analysis considers the worst-case scenario. The embodiment
detailed with reference to FIG. 3 relates to eliminating unnec-
essary functional analysis based on CPPR results. At block
310, starting a test leads to selecting a path and determining
path slack, at block 315. Determining path slack includes
computing the arrival times at the data node and the clock
node and comparing them based on the particular test. For
example, in a hold test, the late mode arrival time of the clock
node and early mode arrival time of the data node are com-
pared. Computing the arrival times is done by a known pro-
cess of propagating the arrival time at a source node (of the
path) forward to the clock node and the data node using delay
values through the edges that interconnect nodes along the
path. Every arrival time and delay has an early mode value
and a late mode value. Depending on the test being per-
formed, only the early mode value or only the late mode value
may be needed for a particular segment of the path. This is
detailed further with reference to FIG. 5.

At block 320, checking the path slack resulting from the
arrival times may include (in the exemplary case of the hold
test) subtracting the late mode arrival time at the clock node
from the early mode arrival time at the data node. The cutoff
value may be user-specified or determined by previous pro-
cesses and represents a minimum slack to pass the test. When
the slack is less than the cutoff (test failed), then performing
CPPR and measuring post-CPPR path slack is performed at
block 330. This is a known process of adjusting delay through
the common paths (the paths that are subject to CPP) or, more
specifically, path segments that lead to both the data node and
the clock node. The CPPR process is further discussed with
reference to FIG. 6 below. The adjusted arrival times (based
on the adjusted delays) at the data node and clock node are
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used to determine post-CPPR path slack, which is the slack
computed according to the test for the current path under test.

At block 340, if the post-CPPR path slack is still less than
the cutoff (test failed), then functional analysis is performed
and a determination is made, at block 350, as to whether the
path may be snipped or not (whether the path is a non-invert-
ing feedback path and, thus, a “don’t care” path). If the path
should be snipped, then the path is not considered for pur-
poses of post-CPPR analysis and the processes proceed to
block 370. If the path should not be snipped, then the path
slack is stored (both the initial and post-CPPR path slack) at
block 360. If the check (at block 320) indicates that initially
computed path slack passes (is not less than the cutoff) or if
the check (at block 340) indicates that the post-CPPR path
slack passes (is not less than the cutoff), then storing the path
slack, at block 360, is performed, as well, but without per-
forming functional analysis (block 350). When the initial path
slack passes (atblock 320), only the initial path slack is stored
at block 360, and when the path is not snipped (at block 350),
both the initial and post-CPPR path slack is stored at block
360.

As FIG. 3 indicates, the functional analysis (at block 350)
may be bypassed if initial or post-CPPR path slack is suffi-
ciently large (is greater than or equal to the cutoff). Once the
path slack for the current path is stored with the initial and
post-CPPR path slack (at block 360), a determination is made
about whether the last path for the current test has been
processed (at block 370). If it has not, selecting another path
(atblock 315) and the processes at blocks 320 through 360 are
repeated. If the last path has been reached, then determining
worst-case slack for the test, at block 380, includes determin-
ing a difference between the minimum post-CPPR slack (de-
termined at block 320 for each path) and the minimum pre-
CPPR slack (determined at block 315 for each path). At block
390, it is determined if the last test has been completed. If not,
the processes discussed above are repeated for the next test,
and if the last test has been completed, the output is provided,
at block 395.

FIG. 4 is a process flow of method of integrating functional
analysis with CPPR according to another embodiment.
Again, multiple tests and multiple paths may be considered,
as discussed with reference to FIG. 3. The embodiment
detailed with reference to FIG. 4 relates to eliminating unnec-
essary CPPR based on functional analysis results. At block
410, starting a test leads to selecting a path and determining
path slack at block 415. Determining path slack, at block 415,
is performed as discussed with reference to block 315 (FIG.
3) and as further detailed below with reference to FIG. 5.
Checking whether path slack is less than a user-defined or
previously processed cutoff, at block 420, may facilitate skip-
ping both the functional analysis and the CPPR processing.
This is because, unless the path slack is less than the cutoff (at
block 420), the process of storing the path slack for the path,
at block 460, is executed. If the path slack is less than the
cutoff, the processes include performing functional analysis
at block 430 and determining, at block 440, if the path may be
snipped (i.e., the path is a non-inverting feedback (“don’t
care”) path). If the path may be snipped, then the path is
skipped (for purposes of post-CPPR analysis), and no slack is
stored for the corresponding path at block 460. Instead, the
processes proceed to block 470. If the path may not be
snipped (at block 440), then performing CPPR and measuring
post-CPPR path slack is done at block 450.

As discussed above, if the path slack is greater than or equal
to the cutoff value (at block 420), then the path has passed, the
original path slack is stored (block 460) and additional paths
are processed as needed (block 470). If the path slack is less
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than the cutoff (at block 420, then then the path slack is
insufficient. In this case, if the path is to be snipped based on
functional analysis (at block 440), then nothing is stored (at
block 460). If, on the other hand, the path is not to be snipped
based on functional analysis (at block 440), then the pro-
cesses include performing CPPR and determining post-
CPPR path slack, at block 450. The CPPR process is further
discussed with reference to FIG. 6. At block 460, both the
initially determined path slack (at 415) and post-CPPR path
slack are stored, and additional paths are processed as needed
(block 470). As the description above makes clear, CPPR (at
block 450) is avoided for any path that is snipped (at block
440) based on the functional analysis performed at block 430.
When the last path has been processed for a given test (as
determined at block 470), the worst-case slack is determined
atblock 480 in a similar way to the determination at block 380
(FIG. 3). Atblock 490, it is determined if the last test has been
processed. If so, output is provided at block 495. If the last test
has not been processed (block 490), then the processes dis-
cussed above are repeated for the next test (starting at block
410).

In alternate embodiments, performing CPPR (at block
450) may include the determination of various path-based
credits such a statistical credit, coupling credit, or common
path credit, for example. According to the embodiments dis-
cussed above, functional analysis may be performed before or
after any of these types of path credit calculations. The
embodiments detailed in FIGS. 3 and 4 may also be per-
formed selectively based on performance considerations. For
example, functional analysis may be performed before the
calculation of a particularly expensive path credit (i.e., a path
credit whose calculation requires relatively more resources
than other CPPR processes.

FIG. 5 illustrates an exemplary hold test that may be per-
formed according to embodiments. The hold test is illustrated
using an exemplary thread specific graphical representation
(TSGR) 500 representing a computational thread within the
overall directed acyclic graph modeling a chip of interest.
However, the embodiments discussed with reference to FIGS.
3 and 4 are not limited to using a TSGR. Further, the embodi-
ments are not limited to one particular type of test. This
discussion pertains to the processes 315 (FIG. 3) and 415
(FIG. 4) and may be referred to as the determination of initial
path slack using initial arrival times before any CPPR process
is undertaken. FIG. 5 shows a source node Q 501, data node
D 510, clock node C 520, and other nodes R 502 and T 503
along the path from the source node Q 501 to the data node D
510 or clock node C 520. The nodes (e.g., R 502, T 503) may
be inverters, flip-flops, or other components. The intercon-
nections among the nodes are referred to as edges 505 and, for
explanatory purposes, are assumed to each have a delay (d) of
{1,2} associated with them, where 1 and 2 are the early mode
and late mode values, as noted above. The source node Q 501
has an arrival time (AT) of {1,1} (early and late mode arrival
times are 1). This arrival time is propagated forward to deter-
mine the arrival times at all the other nodes of the TSGR 500.
Thus, the arrival time at node R 502 is {2,3} (arrival time at Q
501 {1,1}+delay through the edge 505 between Q 501 and R
502 {1,2}).

As FIG. 5 shows, the edge 505 between Q 501 and R 502
and the edge 505 between R 502 and T 503 are both common
to at least one path to the data node D 510 (Q
501R—502D—510 and Q 501R—502T—=503D—510) as
well as to the clock node C 520 (Q 501—R 502—T 503—C
520). Thus, the edges 515 between Q 510 and R 502 and
between R 502 and T 503 are subject to CPP, because the early
mode delay through those edges 515 is propagated to deter-
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6

mine the arrival time at the data node D 510 while the late
mode delay through those same edges 515 is propagated to
determine the arrival time at the clock node C 520. Because of
the two paths to the data node D 510, the data node D 510 has
two arrival times associated with it. However, for purposes of
the hold test, the earlier among the early mode arrival times at
the data node D 510 is of interest. The late mode arrival time
is denoted with “/” to indicate that the value is not necessary
for the exemplary hold test. In a similar manner, the early
mode arrival time at the clock node C 520 is denoted with “/”
because only the late mode arrival time at the clock node C
520 is of interest with respect to the exemplary hold test. As
FIG. 5 indicates, the path slack is the difference between the
early mode arrival time at the data node D 510 and the late
mode arrival time at the clock node C 520, which is -4 (3-7).

FIG. 6 illustrates determination of post-common path pes-
simism removal (CPPR) path slack according to embodi-
ments. This discussion pertains to the processes 330 (FIG. 3)
and 450 (FIG. 4). The exemplary TSGR 500 is shown again.
As discussed with reference to FIG. 5 above, the edges
betweennodes Q510 and R 503 and between R 502 and T 503
are subject to CPP. FIG. 6 shows the result of CPPR on those
edges 515 in the form of adjust={0,-1}. That is, the late mode
delay through the common edges 515 is reduced by 1. As
such, the new delay (d)is {1,1}, as shown. The arrival time of
{1,1} at the source node Q 501 is propagated forward again
using the new delay through the edges 515 between nodes Q
501 and R 502 and R 502 and T 503. The resulting early mode
arrival time at the data node D 510 (3) and late mode arrival
time at the clock node C 520 (5) are shown. The post-CPPR
path slack is -2 (3-5).

According to embodiments discussed herein, as individual
paths are analyzed (e.g., path Q 501—R 502—D 510), any
such paths whose adjusted path slack is still below a specified
cutoff value may then be processed according to the exem-
plary embodiments shown in FIGS. 3 and 4. According to the
embodiment shown in FIG. 3, functional analysis is per-
formed and the post-CPPR values may be disregarded if said
the functional analysis indicates that the path may be snipped
(e.g., is a “don’t care” path that cannot functionally cause a
transition to occur at the test). According to the embodiment
shown in FIG. 3, prior to running CPPR analysis (i.e., before
the exemplary process discussed with reference to FIG. 6 is
reached), functional analysis is first performed, and the path
in question is disregarded if the functional analysis indicates
the path may be snipped.

The terminology used herein is for the purpose of describ-
ing particular embodiments only and is not intended to be
limiting of the invention. As used herein, the singular forms
“a”, “an” and “the” are intended to include the plural forms as
well, unless the context clearly indicates otherwise. It will be
further understood that the terms “comprises” and/or “com-
prising,” when used in this specification, specify the presence
of stated features, integers, steps, operations, elements, and/
or components, but do not preclude the presence or addition
of one or more other features, integers, steps, operations,
element components, and/or groups thereof.

The corresponding structures, materials, acts, and equiva-
lents of all means or step plus function elements in the claims
below are intended to include any structure, material, or act
for performing the function in combination with other
claimed elements as specifically claimed. The description of
the present invention has been presented for purposes of
illustration and description, but is not intended to be exhaus-
tive or limited to the invention in the form disclosed. Many
modifications and variations will be apparent to those of
ordinary skill in the art without departing from the scope and
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spirit of the invention. The embodiment was chosen and
described in order to best explain the principles of the inven-
tion and the practical application, and to enable others of
ordinary skill in the art to understand the invention for various
embodiments with various modifications as are suited to the
particular use contemplated.

The flow diagrams depicted herein are just one example.
There may be many variations to this diagram or the steps (or
operations) described therein without departing from the
spirit of the invention. For instance, the steps may be per-
formed in a differing order or steps may be added, deleted or
modified. All of these variations are considered a part of the
claimed invention.

While the preferred embodiment to the invention had been
described, it will be understood that those skilled in the art,
both now and in the future, may make various improvements
and enhancements which fall within the scope of the claims
which follow. These claims should be construed to maintain
the proper protection for the invention first described.

The descriptions ofthe various embodiments of the present
invention have been presented for purposes of illustration, but
are not intended to be exhaustive or limited to the embodi-
ments disclosed. Many modifications and variations will be
apparent to those of ordinary skill in the art without departing
from the scope and spirit of the described embodiments. The
terminology used herein was chosen to best explain the prin-
ciples of the embodiments, the practical application or tech-
nical improvement over technologies found in the market-
place, or to enable others of ordinary skill in the art to
understand the embodiments disclosed herein.

The present invention may be a system, a method, and/or a
computer program product at any possible technical detail
level of integration. The computer program product may
include a computer readable storage medium (or media) hav-
ing computer readable program instructions thereon for caus-
ing a processor to carry out aspects of the present invention.

The computer readable storage medium can be a tangible
device that can retain and store instructions for use by an
instruction execution device. The computer readable storage
medium may be, for example, but is not limited to, an elec-
tronic storage device, a magnetic storage device, an optical
storage device, an electromagnetic storage device, a semicon-
ductor storage device, or any suitable combination of the
foregoing. A non-exhaustive list of more specific examples of
the computer readable storage medium includes the follow-
ing: a portable computer diskette, a hard disk, a random
access memory (RAM), aread-only memory (ROM), an eras-
able programmable read-only memory (EPROM or Flash
memory), a static random access memory (SRAM), a por-
table compact disc read-only memory (CD-ROM), a digital
versatile disk (DVD), a memory stick, a floppy disk, a
mechanically encoded device such as punch-cards or raised
structures in a groove having instructions recorded thereon,
and any suitable combination of the foregoing. A computer
readable storage medium, as used herein, is not to be con-
strued as being transitory signals per se, such as radio waves
or other freely propagating electromagnetic waves, electro-
magnetic waves propagating through a waveguide or other
transmission media (e.g., light pulses passing through a fiber-
optic cable), or electrical signals transmitted through a wire.

Computer readable program instructions described herein
can be downloaded to respective computing/processing
devices from a computer readable storage medium or to an
external computer or external storage device via a network,
for example, the Internet, a local area network, a wide area
network and/or a wireless network. The network may com-
prise copper transmission cables, optical transmission fibers,
wireless transmission, routers, firewalls, switches, gateway
computers and/or edge servers. A network adapter card or
network interface in each computing/processing device
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receives computer readable program instructions from the
network and forwards the computer readable program
instructions for storage in a computer readable storage
medium within the respective computing/processing device.

Computer readable program instructions for carrying out
operations of the present invention may be assembler instruc-
tions, instruction-set-architecture (ISA) instructions,
machine instructions, machine dependent instructions,
microcode, firmware instructions, state-setting data, configu-
ration data for integrated circuitry, or either source code or
object code written in any combination of one or more pro-
gramming languages, including an object oriented program-
ming language such as Smalltalk, C++, or the like, and pro-
cedural programming languages, such as the “C”
programming language or similar programming languages.
The computer readable program instructions may execute
entirely on the user’s computer, partly on the user’s computer,
as a stand-alone software package, partly on the user’s com-
puter and partly on a remote computer or entirely on the
remote computer or server. In the latter scenario, the remote
computer may be connected to the user’s computer through
any type of network, including a local area network (LAN) or
a wide area network (WAN), or the connection may be made
to an external computer (for example, through the Internet
using an Internet Service Provider). In some embodiments,
electronic circuitry including, for example, programmable
logic circuitry, field-programmable gate arrays (FPGA), or
programmable logic arrays (PLA) may execute the computer
readable program instructions by utilizing state information
of'the computer readable program instructions to personalize
the electronic circuitry, in order to perform aspects of the
present invention.

Aspects of the present invention are described herein with
reference to flowchart illustrations and/or block diagrams of
methods, apparatus (systems), and computer program prod-
ucts according to embodiments of the invention. It will be
understood that each block of the flowchart illustrations and/
or block diagrams, and combinations of blocks in the flow-
chart illustrations and/or block diagrams, can be imple-
mented by computer readable program instructions.

These computer readable program instructions may be pro-
vided to a processor of a general purpose computer, special
purpose computer, or other programmable data processing
apparatus to produce a machine, such that the instructions,
which execute via the processor of the computer or other
programmable data processing apparatus, create means for
implementing the functions/acts specified in the flowchart
and/or block diagram block or blocks. These computer read-
able program instructions may also be stored in a computer
readable storage medium that can direct a computer, a pro-
grammable data processing apparatus, and/or other devices to
function in a particular manner, such that the computer read-
able storage medium having instructions stored therein com-
prises an article of manufacture including instructions which
implement aspects of the function/act specified in the flow-
chart and/or block diagram block or blocks.

The computer readable program instructions may also be
loaded onto a computer, other programmable data processing
apparatus, or other device to cause a series of operational
steps to be performed on the computer, other programmable
apparatus or other device to produce a computer implemented
process, such that the instructions which execute on the com-
puter, other programmable apparatus, or other device imple-
ment the functions/acts specified in the flowchart and/or
block diagram block or blocks.

The flowchart and block diagrams in the Figures illustrate
the architecture, functionality, and operation of possible
implementations of systems, methods, and computer pro-
gram products according to various embodiments of the
present invention. In this regard, each block in the flowchart



US 9,418,201 B1

9

or block diagrams may represent a module, segment, or por-
tion of instructions, which comprises one or more executable
instructions for implementing the specified logical
function(s). In some alternative implementations, the func-
tions noted in the blocks may occur out of the order noted in
the Figures. For example, two blocks shown in succession
may, in fact, be executed substantially concurrently, or the
blocks may sometimes be executed in the reverse order,
depending upon the functionality involved. It will also be
noted that each block of the block diagrams and/or flowchart
illustration, and combinations of blocks in the block diagrams
and/or flowchart illustration, can be implemented by special
purpose hardware-based systems that perform the specified
functions or acts or carry out combinations of special purpose
hardware and computer instructions.

What is claimed is:

1. A computer-implemented method of integrating a func-
tional analysis and common path pessimism removal (CPPR)
in static timing analysis, the method comprising:

determining, using a processor, initial path slack for a path

for a given timing analysis test;

comparing, using the processor, the initial path slack with

a threshold value to determine if the path passes or fails
the given timing analysis test; and

based on the path failing the given timing analysis test,

performing the functional analysis on the path only
based on performing the CPPR on the path, wherein the
performing the functional analysis on the path includes
identifying the path as a path to be snipped based on the
path being a non-inverting feedback path.

2. The computer-implemented method according to claim
1, wherein the determining the initial path slack includes
propagating an initial arrival time of a source node of the path
to other nodes of the path using a delay associated with each
edge interconnecting the source node to one of the other
nodes or the other nodes to each other.

3. The computer-implemented method according to claim
2, wherein the determining the initial path slack is based on
comparing an initial arrival time of a data node among the
other nodes with an initial arrival time of a clock node among
the other nodes.

4. The computer-implemented method according to claim
3, wherein the determining the initial path slack is based on
comparing an early mode of the initial arrival time of the data
node with a late mode of the initial arrival time of the clock
node based on the given timing analysis test being a hold test.

5. The computer-implemented method according to claim
1, further comprising obtaining the threshold value from a
user.

6. The computer-implemented method according to claim
1, wherein the performing the functional analysis on the path
is not done based on the path passing the given timing analysis
test.

7. The computer-implemented method according to claim
1, wherein the performing the CPPR on the path is not done
based on the identifying the path as the path to be snipped.

8. A system to integrate a functional analysis and common
path pessimism removal (CPPR) in static timing analysis, the
system comprising:

amemory device configured to store a threshold value; and

aprocessor configured to determine an initial path slack for

apath for a given timing analysis test, compare the initial
path slack with the threshold value to determine if the
path passes or fails the given timing analysis test, and,
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based on the path failing the given timing analysis test,
perform the functional analysis on the path only based
on performing the CPPR on the path, wherein, based on
the processor performing the functional analysis on the
path, the processor identifies the path as a path to be
snipped based on the path being a non-inverting feed-
back path.

9. The system according to claim 8, wherein the processor
determines the initial path slack by propagating an initial
arrival time of a source node of the path to other nodes of the
path using a delay associated with each edge interconnecting
the source node to one of the other nodes or the other nodes to
each other, and comparing an initial arrival time of a datanode
among the other nodes with an initial arrival time of a clock
node among the other nodes.

10. The system according to claim 9, wherein the processor
determines the initial path slack by comparing an early mode
ofthe initial arrival time of the data node with a late mode of
the initial arrival time of the clock node based on the given
timing analysis test being a hold test.

11. The system according to claim 8, wherein the threshold
value is provided by a user.

12. The system according to claim 8, wherein the processor
does not perform the CPPR on the path based on identifying
the path as the path to be snipped.

13. A computer program product for integrating a func-
tional analysis and common path pessimism removal (CPPR)
in static timing analysis, the computer program product com-
prising a computer readable storage medium having program
instructions embodied therewith, the program instructions
executable by a processor to perform a method comprising:

determining initial path slack for a path for a given timing

analysis test;

comparing the initial path slack with a threshold value to

determine if the path passes or fails the given timing
analysis test; and

based on the path failing the given timing analysis test,

performing the functional analysis on the path only
based on performing the CPPR on the path, wherein the
performing the functional analysis on the path includes
identifying the path as a path to be snipped based on the
path being a non-inverting feedback path.

14. The computer program product according to claim 13,
wherein the determining the initial path slack includes propa-
gating an initial arrival time of a source node of the path to
other nodes of the path using a delay associated with each
edge interconnecting the source node to one of the other
nodes or the other nodes to each other and comparing an
initial arrival time of a data node among the other nodes with
an initial arrival time of a clock node among the other nodes.

15. The computer program product according to claim 14,
wherein the determining the initial path slack is based on
comparing an early mode of the initial arrival time of the data
node with a late mode of the initial arrival time of the clock
node based on the given timing analysis test being a hold test.

16. The computer program product according to claim 13,
wherein the performing the functional analysis on the path is
not done based on the path passing the given timing analysis
test.

17. The computer program product according to claim 13,
wherein the performing the CPPR on the path is not done
based on the identifying the path as the path to be snipped.
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